Introduction
This paper, the 11 th in a series by Dippenaar-Schoeman on the family Thomisidae of the Afrotropical region, forms part of a revision of the tribe Mystarini; the genera Mystaria Simon, 1895 and Paramystria Lessert, 1919 were revised ( Table 1 ). The genus Mystaria was described by Simon (1895) represented by the type species M. rufolimbata Simon, 1895 and M. unicolor Simon, 1895, both collected from Sierra Leone. In the revision, these two species were carefully studied and found to have no similar diagnostic characters which indicated that they may not be closely related, and consequently, are not considered to represent the same genus. Simon (1895) and listed by Roewer (1954) .
A second genus, Paramystaria from Tanzania was described 24 years later by Lessert (1919) , and included two species, P. variabilis Lessert, 1919 , the type species, and P. decorata Lessert, 1919 . Another two species were subsequently added, namely, P. lata Lawrence, 1927 from Namibia, and P. flavoguttata Lawrence, 1952 from the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC). Due to colour variation, differing eye distances and cephalothorax form in P. variabilis, two subspecies were recognised by Millot and Capariacco, namely, P. v. occidentalis Millot, 1942 from Republic of Guinea and P. v. delesserti Caporiacco, 1949 from Kenya. Lessert (1919) diagnosed Paramystaria and the type, P. variabilis on the presence of cheliceral teeth on the pro-and retromargin of the cheliceral furrow (Figs 1-5) . However, after examining the type species of Mystaria, M. rufolimbata, it was also proven to have three small teeth on the cheliceral margins as was observed by Jézéquel (1964) . The presence of these small teeth was observed in all the species described in Paramystaria. Such small characters possibly may not have been visible to Simon (1895) without modern technology such as SEM and sexually dimorphic characters such as the copulatory organs were not yet used to identify species. On the other hand, teeth on chelicerae in M. unicolor are absent, only long setae on the edge of the promargin are present.
Mystaria rufolimbata, and all species of Paramystaria share similar morphology, not only with respect to their chelicerae, but also in eye patterns, clypeal length, variable abdominal and leg patterns and copulatory organs. The median ocular quadrangle (MOQ) is small with clypeal length equal to or slightly shorter than MOQ length. Apparent individual abdominal patterns vary within and/or between species. Copulatory organs in females include simple epigynes and complex coiling intromittent canals while males have a disc-shaped tegulum, long, coiling emboli and delicate retro-lateral tibial apophysis (RTA).
Based on the similarities in all of these characters, Paramystaria is here recognised as a junior synonym of Mystaria and all the species are transferred to Mystaria. However, this decision entails the exclusion of M. 
